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IN REPLY REFER TO:

7330-7/1700A3

RECEIVED
Honorable Alfred A. McCandless
House of Representatives
2422 Rayburn Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman McCandless:

MAY 19 1993

This is in reply to your letters of M . 3, 1993, in which you inquired on behalf
of several of your constituents reg rding the Notice of Proposed Rule Making
(Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 7 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice proposes
comprehensive changes to t:1ie Commiss on's Rules governing the private land mobile
radio services operating in the fr quency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RiC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RiC operations because of any proposal contained in the Notic~.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land mobile
radio spectrum and RiC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your constituents'
concerns into account when we develop final rules in this proceeding. As
indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without significant regulatory
change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz, the quality of
communications in the private land mobile radio services will continue to
deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. Your constituents'
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding. We expect final rules
to be issued in 1994.

Sincerely,

Joseph A. Levin
Chief, Policy & Planning Branch
Private Radio Bureau
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The attached communication is submit­

ted for your consideration, and to ask that
the request made therein be complied with,
if possible.

If you will advise me of your action in
this matter and have the letter returned to
me with your reply, I will appreciate it.
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The attached communication is submit­

ted for your consideration, and to ask that
the request made therein be complied with,
if possible .

If you will advise me of your action in
this matter and have the letter returned to
me with your reply, I will appreciate it.
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January 30. 1993

~ Ibnrable Al M:C:urlless
U;5. Ib.Jse of IEps.
~, D.C. ~0515

Rc: PR Docket 92·235

J have been interested in aviation for as long as I can rcmemba'. J am very active in severallocaJ clubs whose members enjoy
constructing and op<'1'll1ins radio controUed model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed roles that are curre:at1y under consideration by the Feden1 Communicatioos Commissioa
(FCC). The proettding is PR Docket 92·23~. Ifadopted. the new roJa wiD grtatJy rroucc the usability offrtqumcia currmt1y
IUlsign~ for model use lI11d incrtase the risk ofaccidmts and the 8ft.t'n<Wrt liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our mdio control frequmcies IU't in the 72 • 76 MHz band This band is primarily used for private lDDd mobile dispatch
op«atioos. J!owevtt, out radio control frequencies in~ band are fat enoush apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without eithtr use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by spJittins them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result. many 1i1J1<J D1(Ibile n-equcncies wilJ move closer to the radio con1rol mqueocic:s and cause intt:rf~ to radio
coutrol operations. I am told that ofthe 50 frequencies that an: presently available for mdio control ofmodcJ airplanes. only 19
frequencies will be left ifthese new rolf'S are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio contro~ we 80 to great lengths to assure the safety ofthe operatots and bystandeft
and the protection ofprope.rty. Many of~ safety precautions involve the cueful coordination ODd use ofthe radio control
frequencies. Ifthe number ofusab1e frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, 1be remaining frequencies wiD become
coogmed and the nwgin ofsafety will be grutly decre.ued.

Please understand that many mood airplanes have wing spans up to 10 fed and weigh u much as 30 or 40 pounds. The mOOds
the:m:selves are expen:sive to build; but more to the poirrt. they are capable ofcausing property damage, serious injuryt or even
death ifradio interferc'1lce causes tbe operator to lose control ofthe craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds ofopcrl\tOrs participate and hundreds more come to wat.ch. We need the use ofour fun complement ofradio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise ofthe FCC to Sttk to improve the operating conditions efland mobile mdio usm It the txpmSC. ofcadio
control modelers.~ FCC may not think. we art as iDlportaot as business us~ ofradios. but we have a considerable investnl.eDt
in our models md in our radio tquipmmt. The: lrobby provida mlUl)' lwul1 ofcnjoymalt to thou~& ofproplc like UI)'8clfand
contributes to the ailvancement and devtlopment ofthe commercial Aviation indm.1ry. I II11lA membn of the Acskmy of Mode.I
Aaonautic! and thac arc well ova 200,000 DJ('mbc.r& in that natioIlA! or~tioJL

Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not allowing the FCC to CMr'j out its proposals for the n -76
MHz band.

~~~~~~.
. hDJlas Ryan.W:ti>

12T88 Iei£ Ericscn Drive
Marmo VaHey. CA 92553



GEORGE W. MARCY
974 MAPLE AVENUE

BEAUMONT, CA 92223
(909) 845-6909

DEAR SENATOR:

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out ~ts

proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,



MardI 3, 1993

The Hooorable AI Me Caadleu
u. S.HOUIeofRepl.
Washington, D. C. 20~lj

Re: PR Dodc.et92-235

Dear Mr. Me Candless:

I have been inta'e*d in avilt.ioa for .10118 II I can rtmtmber. I am vtrj active in IeVtl"&lIocaI cIubI whole manben eajoy
COIIldnJctiaa aod opaatias radio codJoUed mocIe1 airplanes.

I am wry ooncemed about propoied rules1I.t8ft! a.un!Dtly UDder a:__ntiClll by the Federal Ccwnm"niatiaal c·-"..j-jon

(FCC). Tbc JlIoccedias is PI. Doc:bt 92-23'. IfadoptaI, the IXW rules will aradY reduce: the UIIbiJity oCti't.quaria currmt1y
usiped for model use and iacreae the risk ofaccidmtlI and the attendant liability for controIJiDa model IIirpIMes.

."::- .
Our l'IlCtio control frequalcia In: ia ibe 72 •76 MHzbind. 1biI bad ill primIrily uaed fW' priVIte 1IIId mobile cIiIpItdJ
operatioaa. However, our radio coatIOI hqueacia in this bind are fat eDOU8h apart &em the landmobtIe 1iwpaciel tIuIt we
have been able to shire the bad without ettba' usc iatafaiD8 with thc oCbcr.

Now the FCC WlIIIlI to create !111ft 1IDd mobile fr!qum:ies by splittiDg than Do IIIn'O\WI' baDdwiddIII aod RIIIIIIIiDI1be bad
pl_ Iu • n:sult. many laad mobile ti't.quaria will DlO\Ie cloeer to the ndio c:oatrol iequeocies and cause~ to radio
ooaD'ol opcndiOlll. I am told dillofthe SO frequarics that are praaJtly available fer radio cooIrol ofmodel aplaoes, oaly 19
frequencies will be left ifthese new mles are adopted.

Wbm we fly our model airp1IaeI UDder radio COIirO~ we 80 to srea 1eDBtbi to mute the IIfety of1be opeIlta'I lad byIIaaden
mel the pnJtectioa ofproperty. MIDy oftbe safety precautioas invqIve the ClR6Jl coordiaatioa aad UIC oldie ndio ooaaol
freqnencjes If1be QUIDber ofusable fi'equeDcies is dimiojsbed as proposed by1be FCC, 1be I'fIIUrirrin8 ti'eqJeDcies will become
conscsted and the JDIl8in ofsafety will be srat1Y dtaeucd.

Please undtrstand that many model airpIaDes have wing spans up to 10 feet mel weiah as much as 30 OJ' 40 pounds. The models
theomdves arc cxpeorive to build; butmore to the poiot, they arc cap&bIe ofcausios property dema8"s serious injury, er evaa
death ifradio iDtafcrma: CIUIelI the cpeI'It« to loec cootrol ofthe ad. We oftm fly ourmodels at orpDized evc;atI lad c:oateJbI
where huodredaofopenton~ ad huDdreda moce come to~We need the use ofour fun complaumt olndio
frequeDcies in order to aaure .. safe~ eaviraamenl

I do not1hiDk it is wise ofthe FCC to sc:ek to impnM: the opaatiug coaditiODl ofbmd mobile radio usm at the cxpaIIe ofradio
coatrol mode1eft. The FCC may DOt thialt we are as importaat asbun.. users ofl'Idios. but we have • eomidenbIe Urvatment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobbyprovides DIIII)' houn ofatioymcot to thouuuda ofpeople like III)'ICIfmd
contributes to the advmcernem. and developmmt. ofthe commercial aviation iadumy. I am a member of the~ of Model
Acrooautia and there arc well over 200,000 members in that oational~on.

. Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not allowing the FCC to cany out its proposaJa for the 72 - 76
MHz band.

Sincerely,

~e~
2~291 Fir Avenue
Mormo Valley, CA 91553
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PERSONALLv OWN 3 ~ADIOS. AND 5 R;C MODELS AND HAVE A WORKSHOP
FULL o~ OTHER PRODUCTS NECESSARY TO OPERATING MY MODELS.

! AM VERY CONCERNED ABOUT THE PROPOSED RULE THAT IS
CURRENTLY UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE FCC. THE PROCEEDING IS
PR DOCKET 92-235. IF ADOPTED THE NEW RULE WILL GREATLY REDUCE
THE USABILITY OF FREQUENCIES CURRENTLY ASSIGNED FOR RIC MODEL USE
AND INCREASE THE RISK OF ACCIDENTS AND ATTENDANT LIABILITY.

OUR RADIO-CONTROL FREQUENCIES ARE IN THE 72-76 MHZ BAND.
THIS BAND IS PRIMARILY USED FOR PRIVATE LAND MOBILE DISPATCH
OPERTIONS. HOWEVER. OUR RADIO-CONTROL FREQUENCIES IN THIS BAND
FARE FAR ENOUGH APART FROM THE LAND MOVILE FREQUENCIES THAT WE
HAVE BEEN ABLE TO SHARE -HE BAND WITHOUT EITHER USE INTERFERING
~.., I TH THE CiTHEF:.

THE NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAKING IN PR DOCKET 92-235
REPLACES PART 90 O~ THE RULES WIT~ A NEW PART 88. PART 90 ALLOWS
FOR SADE USE OF RIC AIRCRAFT AND SURFACE MODELS BY KEEPING 10 KHZ
SPACING BETWEEN FIXED COMMERCIAL USERS AND FREQUENCIES USED BY
RIC ENTHUSIASTS. THE NEW PART 88 WILL ALLOW MoBILE USERS ON
FREQUENCIES WITHIN 2.5 KHZ OF FREQUENCIES AVAILABLE TO US.
ELIMINATING SAFE USE OF AST LEAST 31 OF THE 50 CHANNELS ON THE 72
MHZ BAND FOR RIC AIRCRAFT AND 10 OF THE 30 FREQUENCIES ON THE 75
MHZ BAND FOR PIC CARS AND BOATS NOW USED BY HOBBYISTS. IN FACT
r"lORE CHANr-JELS !.'J E.L. L I KEi_',' BE AFFECTED.

WHEN WE OPERATE OUR RiC MODELS. WE GO TO GREAT LENGTHS TO
ASSURE THE SAFETv OF THE OPERATORS AND BY STANDERS AND THE
PROTECTON OF PROPERTY. MANY OF OUR SAFETY PRECAUTIONS INVOLVE
THE CAREFUL COORDINATION AND USE OF THE RADIO CONTROL
FREQUENCIES. IF THE NUMBER OF USABLE FREQUENCIES IS DIMIINISHED
AS PROPOSED BY THE FCC. THE REMAINING FREQUENCIES WILL BE COME
CONGESTED AND THE MARGIN OF SAFETY WILL BE GREATLY DECREASED.

I DON'T THINK IT IS WISE OF THE FCC TO SEEK TO EXPAND THE
OPERATION CONDITIONS OF LAND MOBILE RADIO USERS AT THE EXPENSE OF
THE RADIO CONTROL MODELERS. THE FCC MAY NOT THINK WE ARE AS
IMPORTANT AS BUSINESS USERS OF RADIO. BUT WE HAVE A CONSIDERABLE
INVESTMENT IN OUR ~ODELS AND IN OUR RADIO EQUIPMENT. IT IS A
SIZEABLE INDUSTRY -HAT MUST BE SAVED FROM THESE DETRIMENTAL FCC
ACTIONS. THE HOBBY PROVIDES MANY HOURS OF ENJOYMENT TO HUNDREDS
OF THOUSANDS OF PEIPLE LIKE MYSELF AND CONTRIBUTE TO THE
ADVANCEMENT AND DEVEOPMENT OF THE COMMERCIAL INDUSTRY.

PLEASE HELF ME CONTINUE ~HE SAFE ENJOYMENT OF MY PASTIME BY
NOT ALLOWING THE FCC TO CARRY OUT IT PROPOSAL PR DOCKET 92-235
~OR THE 72-76 MHZ 3AND. WE ~Ll. NEED rOUR HELP URGENTLY BECAUSE
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The attached communication is submit­
ted for your consideration, and to ask that
the request made therein be complied with,
if possible.

If you will advise me of your action in
this matter and have the letter returned to
me with your reply, I will appreciate it.
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The attached communication is submit­
ted for your consideration, and to ask that
the request made therein be complied with,
if possible.

If you will advise me of your action in
this matter and have the letter returned to
me with your reply, I will appreciate it.
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Very Truly yours,

// Me
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